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2l6 THE JEWISH QUARTERLY REVIEW 



THE KARAITE LITERARY OPPONENTS OF 
SAADIAH GAON IN THE FOURTEENTH 
TO NINETEENTH CENTURIES. 

Fourteenth Century. 

37 l . Israel [b. Samuel ?]h.a-Dajjan (also called ha-Ma'arabi) 
lived in Cairo at the beginning of the fourteenth century, 
and is the author of several works in Arabic 2 . I have 
made the conjecture above (No. 26), that the poems pre- 
served at the top of a MS. of David b. Abraham's Lexi- 
con, and which are aimed against Saadiah and Samuel 
b. Hofni, were perhaps composed, not by Israel b. Daniel, 
but by our Israel ha-Ma'arabi. 

38. The MS. of the British Museum, Or. 2498 (Cat., I, 
no. 334) contains an Arabic commentary on Deuteronomy, 
the beginning of which is missing, and which originally 
extended perhaps over the whole Pentateuch. This com- 
mentary, as the colophon states, is compiled from Qirqi- 
sani, Jefet b. 'Ali, Sahl b. Masliah [A.bu-1-Surri], Abu-1- 

1 The numbers are continued from vol. XVIII, pp. 209-50, from vol. 
XIX, pp. 59-83, and from vol. XX, pp. 74-85. 

2 Enumerated in Steinschneider, Arab. Liter, d. Juden, § 184. The 
name of his father Samuel only rests upon a combination of Pinsker 
(p. 176) that has yet to be confirmed. On the other hand, the Karaite 
authors call him only j'nn ■ansr >r\ or '■nynn ; e.g., his pupil, Jefet b. Sagir 
(in Pinsker, ibid.) ; Aaron b. Elias (Gan Eden, f. aa b ; Keter Torn on 
Exod. xii. a, f. a8 a) ; Samuel al-Magribi (Murshid, Section vii, chap, xiii, 
ed. Lorge, p. 14) ; Ibn al-Hiti (J. Q. R., IX, 435, 1. 8 from bottom) ; Elias 
Bashiatchi (Adderet, n'np ps, cap. XL) ; Moses Bashiatchi (in the nvw md, 
see Steinschneider, Cat. Lugd., p. 12) ; Judah Meir Taurizi (in Pinsker, 
p. 144), and Simha Isaac Lutzki (npns rnx, f. 21 b, 1. aa). — In the Arabic 
compilation on Deuteronomy about to be mentioned, the author cited as 
nrois :n«3 [D"iV( = ] V»< 'Ss ti^n 'd [Switt' = ] w> '-1 (see Margoliouth, 
Catalogue, I, p. 268 b) must likewise be our Israel. 



KAEAITE LITERAEY OPPONENTS OP SAADIAH GAON 217 

Faraj Harun, Abu-1-Faraj Furqan b. 'Asad [i. e. Jeshua 
b. Jehuda], and others, of whom Jefet seems to have been 
used the most, and it was finished in the first ten days 
of the month Nisan, 1663 (Era of Contracts) or the end 
of Muharram, 752, of the Hegira (=March, 1351) 1 . On 
xvii. 8 (fol. 49 a) a vigorous controversy is waged against 
Saadiah, who (according to the precedent of the Talmudists) 
refers the words Dlb DT p to the difference between pure 
and impure blood (aib QT p 'yn ')p }N nysum bbx bxp npl 
Dn^py Dnyi Dnarria indb ^y !?n» xini man mi nnj tn sin 
i?n vnn p mpK b\>2 fa' 1 bne> DWTi). As mentioned already 
(cf. above, vol. XVIII, p. 228), David b. Boaz (?) also con- 
troverted this explanation of Saadiah, and it is therefore 
possible that he was the source whence our compiler drew. 
39. Aaron la. Elias, or Aaron the Younger, is also im- 
portant as a Bible exegete, a teacher of the Law, and a 
religious philosopher, on which account his co-religionists 
place him by the side of Maimonides. His place of origin 
was Nikomedia, in Asia Minor, and he died 1369 2 . For 
our purpose we have first to consider his Book of Precepts, 
entitled py p (composed 1354, ed. Koslow, 1866). Here 
also Saadiah is the subject of rather frequent controversy. 
Aaron deals most fully with the subject of the calendar, 
and is uncommonly incensed against Saadiah's theory of 
the great age of the permanent calendar with all its rules. 
He says that Saadiah, in this assertion, scoffs at his own 
teachers, the Talmudists, who all firmly maintained the 
method of observation (fol. 5 b : bnn tonyD '"> tn<n &3D . . . 
'-11 ysnrv 'm fo^ea jro rwn n»tro &"jrono vn *ik>n vrra-6 
'mi mm pa xbw m icsn tint? "wdni onnam tcpy), then 

1 Cf. my Aboul-Faradj Haroun ben al-Faradj, p. 37 ( = R. K.J., XXXIII, 
216). That Jefet was the principal source follows from the remark oa 
Deut. xxxiii. 4 (published in Semitic Studies in Memory of Dr. Kohut, p. 436, 
n. 3). See also Margoliouth, Catalogue, 1. c, and Steinschneider, Arab. Liter, 
d. Juden, §§ 13a, 235 (also my Zur jiid.-arab. Litter., p. 79). 

2 Cf. on him finally Jew. Encycl., s.v. (I, 9, 10), and tonic "isin, s.v. 

Q 2 
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advances his arguments and objections against observation 
(WOPl vnVBnpl ITMia an btf\, altogether ten in number), 
and refutes it. Then Aaron opposes Saadiah's assertion 
that all the data in the Talmud from which it is inferred 
the Dehijot had no validity, are to be understood only 
theoretically (fol. 6 d : tan nc?yon van nr wram bwni . . . 
'wi nam T'y ioyD ^n motm Dtpo i>3 y -i»nb> wan *-qi). 
Incidentally we learn that Saadiah's opinion of those data, 
which could not in any case be taken theoretically, was 
that they contain only the view of individuals but not 
the generally accepted view (fol. 7 b : tMMyn 1^3 pyea . . . 
bbsb tub in twin nxpb m n\n nr *a ibk wrvan tonyo B»Nn nr 
'131 yiT3 ncwi e»roei ."won »ai> m»non *fo m3*ii noixn). 
He further attacks the theory of the great age of inter- 
calation, which he refutes with arguments from the Talmud 
itself (fol. 15b); and he also mentions his objection, that 
S'ON can also signify the name of the month (fol. 16 d, 
where he calls Saadiah WBJ3 bwch). The other passages 
concern the problem of risen mnoo (fol. 53 a), the process of 
npbn (fol. 89 d),the use of the fat tail (fol. 96 d : wpb)m pnti 
n"y u'Dsni DWpn njn 1333 pbnb noy -icn ^eirvan anyo ton 
VWyni>D n3B> 133 ; rather thorough and complete), and the 
theory of the Levirate marriage (fol. 159 b : the name of 
Saadiah is not mentioned here, though he is the author of 
the view, introduced by pyo 11 dni, that Lev. xviii. 16 suffers 
limitation through Deut. xxv. 5, just as, e. g. Lev. xxiii. 3 
through Num. xxviii. 9, see supra, vol. XVIII, p. 234). 

All the views of Saadiah mentioned here are already 
known from earlier sources, from which Aaron also must 
have obtained them. On the other hand, the refuta- 
tions often contain new points, especially with regard 
to the last matter, where logical categories are intro- 
duced. The manner of treatment is mostly pertinent and 
calm, as befits a serious scholar, though we have seen that 
the tone is not always distinguished. 

In the commentary on the Pentateuch, min in3 (composed 
1362 ; ed. Koslow, 1866-7), in which rabbinical authors are 
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very often mentioned 1 , Saadiah, remarkably enough, is not 
quoted a single time, and just as little in the religio- 
philosophical work 0"n J*J? (composed, 1346 ; ed. Leipzig, 
1 84 1; Koslow, 1847). 

Fifteenth Century. 

40. Samuel b. Moses al-Magribi, a Karaite physician and 
author in Cairo, composed among other things a Book of 
Precepts in Arabic, entitled WiD^N (finished July 2, 1434), 
which consists of twelve sections, and is extant in MS. 
in London, Berlin, and (partly) in St. Petersburg 2 . It is 
distinguished by lucidity and orderly arrangement. The 
parts edited are : Section II, on Sabbath, ed. N. Weisz 
(Pressburg, 1907) ; Section III, on the calendar, ed. F. 
Kauffmann (Frankfurt a. M., 1903; see my critical notice, 
J. Q.B., XVI, 405 seq.) ; Section IV, chap, i-xviii, on the 
fast- and feast-days, ed. Junowicz (Berlin, 1904; cf. ibid., 
XVII, 594); Section VI, chap, i-xxii, on the laws con- 
tained in the section Mishpdtim, ed. Gitelsohn (Berlin, 
1 904 ; cf. ibid., XVIII, 560), and Section VII, on the dietary- 

1 They are as follows : David (al-Muqammes ? I, f. 15 b) ; Hayyuj (I, 
39 b, 45 b ; II, 69 b) ; Abulwalid (I, 39 b, 64 a, 68 a, 69 a, 80 b ; II, 4 b, 22 a, 
49 a) ; Moses ibn Chiquitilla (II, 101 b) ; Rashi (I, 6a; II, 93 a, 95 a) ; 
Abraham ibn Ezra (very often) ; Maimonides (I, 7 a, 25 b ; III, 63 b) 5 
Nahmanides (I, 7 a) ; David Kimhi (I, 45 b ; II, 4 b ; III, 16 b) ; Judah 
(b. Solomon ibn Matqa) of Toledo (I, 7 b, 8 a) and Shemariah Ikriti (I, 6 b). 

a Cf. Steinschneider, § 199 (also my remarks in Monatsschrift, XLII, 
189, and in my Zur jud.-arab. Litter., pp. 76, 77). According to Stein- 
schneider, Samuel b. Moses [b. Jeshfia] al-Magribi [the physician, NDnn] 
was already identified or confused by the Karaites with Samuel (so 
read for Solomon) b. Moses b. Hesed El ibn al-'3D [the teacher, nabon] 
(cf. especially Catalogue of Heb. MSS. in Berlin, II, no. 202), and hence 
a work entitled nNnlpn is ascribed first to the one, then to the other. 
It is interesting to point out that in a Karaite prayer-book written by 
Daniel Feroz (MS. Brit. Mus. Or. 2531 ; Cat., II, no. 725) we read as follows 
(f. 90 b, cited in the Catalogue, p. 462 b) : mafri nto< ieyv>« Nlpu h^h rip DV 
Henri fooomi "rata ^inir 'm ho Dm «m5«i hjd'jn Vim \o narra to '» o'osrtN 
•^a nNnlpote otttodhi riisjii. Thus both Samuels have composed such a 
work, and hence the confusion. Or, on the other hand, is this confusion 
reflected also in our notice ? Cf. also li. t. J., LI, 155. 
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laws, ed. Lorge (Berlin, 1907). No rabbinical author is 
mentioned in this work by name, but Saadiah is anony- 
mously made the subject of controversy. Thus, in Section 
III, chap. 1 (ed. Kauffmann, p. 4*, 1. 7), Saadiah's interpreta- 
tion of Gen. i. 14, already mentioned a few times in this study, 
is characterized as that of a heretic (j?JN"i in ronitf? vm 'ipl 
)'"jn ojn Njoa nb'hbut dv^n ["6k] tub nnoi^K nrviN»ta ^k 
pD^Nio^N ; cf. also J.Q.R, XVI, 406, infra). 

41. David b. Saadel [ = Saadiah] ibn al-Hiti (of Hit 
on the Euphrates) is the author of a register of Karaite 
scholars, among whom the Samuel al-Magribi just men- 
tioned is the latest. It thus appeared probably about the 
middle of the fifteenth century, but in spite of his com- 
parative youth and in spite of his lack of critical power, 
it is not altogether without value, as the author apparently 
often had at his disposal good older sources. We have also 
made use of it here rather frequently, not without profit. 
This register is edited, with an English translation, by 
G. Margoliouth (J. Q. R., IX, 429-43, also separately ; cf. 
my notice inZ.f.H.B.,11, 79), under the title "Ibn al-Hiti 's 
Arabic Chronicle of Karaite Doctors." Saadiah is men- 
tioned here a few times in conjunction with various 
Karaite authors (see p. 433, 1. 19; p. 433, 1. 11; p. 435, 
11. 8, 10, 19), but the only thing of interest is the statement 
that Salmon b. Jeroham died in Aleppo, that Saadiah 
followed the bier in rent garments and barefooted, and 
that, when he was reproached about it, he is said to have 
replied: "We have both derived great profit from our 
mutual controversy. There is not the slightest doubt 
about his [Salmon's] knowledge ; and hence I did what 
I did" (p. 434, 1. 20 seq.). Probably Ibn al-Hiti did not 
invent this fable, but took it from an older Karaite author. 
— Cf. also Steinschneider, Arab. Liter, d. Juden, § 200, 
and infra, No. 49. 

42. Elias b. Moses Bashiatchi, who is distinguished 
" by conspicuous knowledge of the older literature, by 
complete mastery over the rich material, and who presents 
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the clearest and plainest method among the Karaite 
codifiers 1 ," died in Constantinople, 23 Sivan, 1490, without 
completing his Book of Precepts liT^N miN (ed. Constanti- 
nople, 1531 ; Koslow, 1835 ; Odessa, 1870) 2 . In this work, 
which attained predominant authority among the later 
Karaites, Bashiatchi records the older opinions and hence 
mentions also the opinions of Saadiah. In the intro- 
duction, for example, he disputes Saadiah's explanation of 
Exod. xxiv. 12 (jitont? ly rtapn ^yao nvp ipmj pioan nrai . . . 
mirin oy vb pun nini^ Dy pan Tona iDKt? hd "d idk nswen 
rrnn minn k't-di onain mcy pi ana ^i> n^yn 11 otrn '•a nivom 
s nana idnb> no v^y naiB>nni . . , ns i>yae> min nwcm ansae' 
ia pcN^ ains in* nr msom mmn cy xi> pxn nimi> oy pan 
'iai Dfio D-np dtps? 'nfco mm rmtoro minn -inx sin Tiana <a) 3 . 
Then he discusses the themes touched on most often in the 
controversy with Saadiah, viz. the questions of calendar-lore 
(ennn CHP py, chap. 6, 9, 15, and 36), fire-burning on the 
Sabbath (n3K> 'y, chap. 4, 18), and the forbidden pieces of 
fat (HBW 'y, chap. 18). Moreover, he also controverts 
Saadiah without mentioning his name, e. g. in reference 
to nae>n rnnDD (niyiapn an 'y, chap. 3), &c. In all these 
questions Bashiatchi follows earlier protagonists, espe- 
cially Aaron b. Elias, but by his clear and systematic 
classification of the material he throws a brighter light 
upon many a matter that had till then received scant 
consideration. 

43. Kaleb b. Elias Afendopolo (or Efendopulo). He 
was a pupil and brother-in-law of the preceding. He is 
justly called the last Karaite polyhistor, for he represents 

1 Frankl in his article " Karaiten " (in Ersch u. Gruber, II, vol . XXXIII, 
p. ai). 

J The work was then completed by Kaleb b. Elias Afendopolo, the 
well-known pupil and brother-in-law of Bashiatchi ; but he was also 
overtaken by death before he was able to bring his work to a complete 
conclusion. Cf. the following number. 

* This explanation of Saadiah is already controverted by Tobias b . Moses, 
who, however, does not quote it fully: see J.Q.E., XIX, 79. Cf. also 
Wolf, BiU. Hebr., IV, 1093. 
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in his own personality the entire learning of his age 1 . 
Among his numerous writings, which deal with the most 
diverse scientific subjects, there is also an incomplete 
supplement to the llT^N miN, which has just been mentioned. 
This work mentions the date, 1497, in several places. In 
the supplement to mntil HNDltD pop (ed. Odessa, 136 c, at 
foot), he discusses the commandment of the red heifer, the 
ashes of which possessed the well-known property of 
defiling the pure and cleansing the unclean. He quotes 
Saadiah's view 2 , but he is as little satisfied with it as with 
the exegesis of the other Rabbanite and Karaite authorities, 
whom he quotes previously. 



Sixteenth Century. 

44. Moses b. Elias Bashiatchi, a great-grandson of Elias b. 
Moses Bashiatchi (no. 42 above), is generally represented as a 
prodigy. Born in 1554, at Constantinople, he is said by his 
sixteenth year to have already acquired many languages 
(Greek, Arabic, Spanish) and to have composed many works. 
He then started on his travels, but died two years after, 
26" Iyar, 1572, aB a young man of eighteen (Mordecai b. 
Nisan, W10 Tt, ed. Vienna, fol. 9 b). How much of this is 
true it is hard to ascertain 3 ; but it is a fact that he 
understood Arabic, and that he had before him many 

1 For the literature about him, see my forthcoming article in the 
Hebrew Encyclopedia, burti? li'lN, vol. II, pp. 172-4, s.v. lhBUDN,. where 
I have endeavoured to determine the time when he lived. 

2 ta"> 'fsvi n>DT!Nn mon fri> p'lwa urn? non mDrro ptan msD n inxi 
:raiDn >:b Trreoi rattan ■mn patow rca® 1 ) iron dj nrrtoi It appears 
from the examples quoted here, which do not agree with those given 
in Emunoth (section iii, end), that Afendopolo must presumably 
have used an intermediary source — i. e. ibn Ezra on Numbers xix. 2. 
It must, however, be remarked that the first instance only is adduced 
there. 

3 Much more probable is another statement contained in the St. Peters- 
burg MS. of his DVrtH moo (in Neubauer, Aus d. Petersb. Bibl., p. iai), that 
Moses B. died in 1555, a * tne a S e °' twenty-eight. Cf. also Steinschneider, 
Die Qeschichtsliteratur der Juden, I, p. 106, no. 124, and J. Q.B., XVIII, 188. 
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monuments of the oldest Karaite literature. In Egypt 
he found fragments of 'Anan's Book of Precepts in the 
original Aramaic, which he included in his noa rat (cf. 
R.J@.J. ) XIJV, 176 seq.). The Pentateuch commentary of 
Abu-1-Faraj Harun was also known to him (see ibid., 
XXXIII, 217 ; reprint, p. 38), &c. In his DT^N hdd he gives 
a chain of tradition of the Karaite teachers (reproduced 
by Mordecai b. Nisan, I.e., fol. 11 b). Here we read, 
among other things, that Saadiah flourished at the time 
of Salmon b. Jeroham, Joseph b. Noah, Jacob b. Isaac 
Qirqisani, Hasan b. Mashiah, and Abraham b. Isaac al- 
Basri ; that he was a disciple of Salmon ; and that Joseph 
disputed with him in his "ttNOn "iBD, composed in 930 
(3"ii>i DniT' p nzbw 3-6 pnyn aim ru 2~\b mpTiyn oni , . , 
w» p [sic/] niDn 3-61 vwDpipn priv p npj)> 3-61 ro p ppv 
'owsn b"t pto nnjiD 3-1 rrn drpjoni nsnn prw p dn*i3K 3-61 
in 11 1NV031 \wn (jdv 3-11 onn 11 p }id^>b> 3t ^ itd^d mn nidi 
*T3?o "mmo vnuyoa 6 mam tjov 'n v6» wpm inx pn dnw 
m^ 'vi ni«» w cs^n njonN nsca -am tindh -ibd3 vibds). 
Here we have, so far as is known, the oldest source for 
the information, often repeated by later Karaites, that 
Saadiah was a pupil of Salmon 1 , and this information 
caused Firkowitsch to fabricate the Muqaddima named 
after Salmon (Pinsker, p. 6x seq.). By the Joseph who 
disputed with Saadiah we have likewise to understand 
Qirqisani, whom Moses Bashiatchi mostly calls tjDV 'Ul 
•ONDplpn, but whom he also styles once as Joseph b. Isaac 
b. Jacob Q. and another time as Joseph b. Jacob Q. 
Hence we should probably read in the chain of tradition : 
•ONDp-ipn pw p apjp [p fpv] anh. He always entitles his 
work as Wan "man, and only once as onwn ibd, so that 
here also "ttNttn is to be given the full form of hian Tiscn 2 . 

1 Another of the recent writers on the Talmud (Bernfeld, Der Talmud, 
Berlin, 1900, p. 83) asserts that this is a fact, and that it is admitted by 
both sides, Karaite and Rabbinical ! 

2 Cf. the passages in question from the works of B. in Steinschneider- 
Festschri/t, pp. 3x4 seq., where I also point out that Qirqisani was 
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Seventeenth Centuey. 

45. Elias b. Baruch Jerushalmi belongs to the second 
half of the seventeenth century. We find him in Elul, 
1654, in Constantinople, where he hospitably entertained 
the Karaite travellers from the Crimea, Moses Jerushalmi b. 
Elias ha-Levi and Eliaa b. David, in his house 1 . But he 
must have migrated later to the Crimea, for Simha Isaac 
Lutzki mentions him among the scholars of this country 
(Dynf mx, fol. 31 b, 1. 3 from bottom). Elias composed 
certain works (enumerated by Fiirst, III, 67), which, however, 
mostly appear to have become lost. He was also a scribe 
and particularly copied old polemical works of the Karaites, 
which he provided with prefatory remarks and postscripts, 
e.g. the polemical treatise of Sahl b. Masliah against Jacob 
b. Samuel (Pinsker, pp. 25, 27, 43). In a concluding note 
on a copy of Salmon b. Jeroham's controversial work, which 
has been preserved from Pinsker's literary remains in the 
Vienna Beth ha-Midrash (No. 27 s ; cf. Pinsker, p. 35), Elias 
indulges in such violent abuse of Saadiah that the pen 
refuses to repeat the words 2 . We there read that many 
Karaites engaged in a polemical campaign against the 
godless Fayyumite, e. g. David b. Boaz (tyu fa toswn in ID 
n"j? tOSMfi Win) 3 , " his teacher " Salmon b. Jeroham (}1D^D 

confused with al-Basir (but perhaps this confusion originates with the 
copyists ; cf. also the following number). The designation of Qirqisani's 
"WunSn aura as V)-un Ttt«n ought to serve as a sufficient distinction from 
Basir's ■wsancN'jN a«ro ( =nwnrt isc). 

1 See the account of the travels of this Moses, ed. Gurland (tone >m, 
part I, p. 31) : 'ffiw dv Wa l^m WTCDip 1 ' i»a [Win Wn «*'] 'n dvxi . . . 
crro» wrteo uvnm utani i*s< nsVorv yni 1*33 W vcfmrv irrto* Vna rvaa 
iVapn \om TOO. Cf. also Neubauer, Aus d. Petersb. Bibl., pp. 47, 67. — The 
surname Jerushalmi, which both Elias and his father Baruch bear, and 
which is also to be met with among other Karaites of the later time, does 
not signify absolutely that its bearers came from Jerusalem, but that they 
bad made a pilgrimage to the holy city (hence aualogous to the Moslem 
Hajji) or had sojourned there some time. 

* Published by Bardach, fjiet ^aS vara (Vienna, 1869), p. 27. 

3 Elias has here a hovering notion of the name of the Exilarch David 
b. Zakkai, the opponent of Saadiah. 
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vrmbn bv vob bv warai nataa niawn ii> :wn in Bnn» p 
inan ^yi), and his colleague, Joseph al-Basir, also a disciple 
of Salmon, in his work ha-Maor, composed in the year 910 
(m ])tbo im bv wota mo -in pjon* 1 uan '•ova ^b> nan dji 
y"w n"t njpa nain»n "men neoa). The ban which Salmon, 
according to right and custom, hurled against his rebellious 
pupil, provoked Saadiah to such a degree of agitation and 
fear that he fell into a melancholy, died of it in 943, and 
was denied an honourable burial in Sura. Elias seems 
to have taken these various chronological snippets partly 
from Moses Bashiatchi l . 

46. Mordecai b. Misan composed among other things, as 
is well known, in the form of an answer to the questions of 
Trigland, the little work pile *H, which pretends to be 
a history of Karaism. He finished it July 18, 1699, in 
Krasni Ostrow, not far from Lemberg, and it first appeared 
in Wolf's Notitia Karaeorum, Hamburg, 1714. Saadiah 
is mentioned here only quite incidentally, e. g. in the 
above-mentioned chain of tradition of Moses Bashiatchi 
reproduced here. In another passage (ed. Vienna, fol. 13 a) 
Mordecai states that the Karaite chronology agrees with 
that of the Rabbanites. For example, of the latter, 
Gedaliah ibn Yahya, in his Shalshelet, gives 942 as the 
year of Saadiah's death (DiTantm "iBD»a n»«?a p i»ai . . . 
tow p« rrhj ^ai njn anas? on!?e> pta myD *a*i m ra^ 
rrwtb a"e>n d^b^n 'i wbo -iDBi iwo tmvo unc nbpn n^aa), 
and this agrees (?) with the assertion of the Karaites just 
mentioned, that Saadiah was a pupil of Salmon, and that 
he is the object of a polemical attack in the Sefer ha-Maor, 
composed in 930. In conclusion, he speaks (fol. 13 b) of 
the letter of Menahem, mentioned by Trigland, to "iJn D^py 
}3"in ITHJJD '-> b)ti* (ed. Pinsker, p. 55 seq. ; see supra, No. 4), 
and doubts whether this Saadiah is identical with the 
Gaon. He does not evince a trace of hatred against the 
Fayyumite. 

1 So for instance on the polemics against Saadiah in Tiaon izc, only that 
he independently added after f.dv an the word rwnn. 
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Eighteenth Centuby. 

47. Abraham b. Josiah Jerushalmi is included among the 
scholars of the Crimea by Simha Isaac Lutzki (Dyv mN, 
fol. 21 b, 1. a from bottom), and lived in Tschufut-Kale', as he 
also bears the surname ^p (ibid., fol. 26 a, s. v. ^NB> b)HW). 
He is the author of a work entitled JDN roiCN (ed. Koslow, 
1846), which is uncommonly interesting in many respects. 
In the first place the author manifests an unexampled 
extensive knowledge of the Rabbinical literature, extending 
not only to the halakhic but also to the theological and 
other branches, and he speaks of this and also of the 
Talmudical literature with an esteem that could hardly 
be surpassed by a Rabbanite. He especially reveres Mai- 
monides, whose works he has studied with diligence 1 . 
Abraham composed this work whilst he was still young 
and lived a wandering life, and he finished it, according 
to the postscript, in the year 1712 2 . The greatest part 
(tf. 4 b-44 b) is devoted to the demonstration whether the 
Karaite or the Rabbanite law is the true one, and here 
also he discusses the matter with the Rabbanites in the 
calmest tone and only occasionally uses a rather violent 
expression. For example, in the only passage in which 
Saadiah is mentioned (fol. 33 b), it is said that the Rab- 
banites in their controversy with the Karaites adopt as 
their support either the plain meaning of scripture (t2K>a) 
or tradition (rrap). But they could not succeed with the 
Peshat, as this is against them. Thus Saadiah maintained 
that the Jewish religion does not teach the observation 
of the moon but the calculation of the calendar, and that 
this is based upon scripture itself. But this is wrong, 
as Maimonides in his commentary on the Mishna and Ibn 
Ezra, besides others, admits 3 . Similarly, his opinion that 

1 I hope to analyse this work shortly in a special notice. 

2 F. 49 b : <:iiDn wi . . . 'nipno itui nVia tn ':wi vrrarr >a toi . . . 



jon njiDN pimo ito? nEort m mano D'tonS >j3n . . . nnnirr nEDi D'iDiYErra 
'131 rrv:rt a'snrt raira -idnS is dot n»i nm siaa 1 ) w ova. 
3 rvi:a torre>> m p« owon tobd 'Db '3 toni twto jikj rn»D an ruiirKia . . . 
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the fat tail (ffbx) is not designated in scripture as fat is 
altogether wrong, and Ibn Ezra admitted here also that 
the Gaon was mistaken. Nay, even Alfasi expressly states 
in his Halakhot (Hullin, section VII), that the fat tail is 
indeed called fat, but tbat the Bible nevertheless permitted 
its enjoyment 1 . In fact, all Saadiah's objections against 
the Karaites were void and vain (niaiBTl b vb» 1&2 £t« t6i 
ira M3N1 inn ip by nv«a on tope •byab svrw), and even the 
greatest Rabbanite scholar could not offer any real reply, 
as what was false could not possibly be given out as truth 

(*npD ^jni> nvnoK nnwn xwrh bsf t6& *ub nnjjD pwn t6i 
*a nptw notw '•d ohjn r« \d nn bsy t6 Droe> hian i^bn n^n 
py ^3E>»ni Q«p WO JHO^). By the "greatest" scholar he 
doubtless means Maimonides, whom, as already mentioned, 
he places in the highest rank of Rabbinical learning. 



T»n nail -iioj "ip» m *3 pED jw ovn Q'anuB ins jia«nn »d to nSn iron 'D to 
bind man »:ni S*n Tntcna lewDi Vsi jin^n 13 ncra '*an toun a-irt m nnpao 
jiainnn <d to m">« rmbn rmi to rrm run* nmrrn m '3 ■rawi rwm wro» 
'131 1*133 todm tow rrmio nwi rowoni ton V*t »*3*nn pi . . . iato. What 
is meant here is the passage in Maimonides' Comm. on Bosh ha-Shana, II, 6, 
and in Ibn Ezra on Lev. xxiii. 3 (but the latter passage is indirectly taken 
from Aaron b. Elias). 

1 dsAm 3t noVna airou) nsa sbn wipn rr^rro dhid vmn iVbhw sit 1331 . . . 
inc stoi to yren «nw warn ato unprn ai to f)» ndu rrtw Vi rra»n tj pica 
■nun niii) n:w V«in rrtNi tidnt nihisi aaai iwa man 13T ltosn xh wi awai 
3*s [wira] rmp «■> wi iinni rmpn wn rcasan wi airai. But Abraham 
b. Josiah, who, according to his own statement, had no copy of the 
Talmud before him when composing his work (see above, p. 226, n. 2), was 
unable to know that Alfasi here simply paraphrases a Talmudical passage, 
see Hullin, 117 a (cf. Keritot, 4 a) : abn 'tnp'N rrS» '» Tai aiS no an Vn 
wi a\D3i itm nioti -m isi 3TOi Taj a^n to nip io» Tto V« nV3«a xrnvi 
'131 wpw ^ NnnD ^ , N"ip , « n '^<rr 'Q^n ton ,,|CS si. Incidentally be it 
remarked that this Talmudical passage, in which only late Amoraim 
appear, and which in Hullin gives quite the impression of an editorial 
addition, was perhaps also intended to weaken the objections of many 
people to the permitted enjoyment of the fat tail. Thus the Karaites 
would in this case have only had to attach themselves to a pioneer 
opposition of earlier times. 
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Nineteenth Century. 

48. Joseph Solomon b. Moses (called "i>n) ( Haham in 
Koslow in the first half of the nineteenth century (born 
1769, died December 10, 1844; for his epitaph see Firko- 
witsch, jrot 'jaN, pp. 241-2), composed a very thorough 
supercommentary on the Mibhar, entitled *pa fi-PD (com- 
pleted 17 Ab, 1825), which was published together with 
the Mibhar in Koslow, 1835 1 . Here Joseph Solomon 
remarks, on Lev. iii. 9 (fol. 5 b, n. 136 seq.), that the argu- 
ments adduced by Aaron b. Joseph, that the fat tail is 
not comprised under 3?n, are those of Saadiah : D'HTien IJJOl] 
'n nt [rvbxm u^n n»to] i"m »w tmspw ly [nb^vh nnw 
»dib "iina i^airi t6& na A naowa rrfown trvaty pso nnj?D 
n^n rrn*B> b'jw *a wren pta nj? . . . nnnx onaran D\ai>nn 
n^Nn b« nbm not* ins ona»n ov^n 'nn ^>Sa Kin W>a db> 
'131 ia!>n n$>D3 n^33 iW. He naturally obtained this in- 
formation from Aaron b. Elias (Oan Eden, fol. 96) or Elias 
Bashiatchi (Adderet, now pay, cap. 1 8). 

49. Abraham b. Samuel Mrkowitsch (born at Lutzk 
21 Elul, 1788, died at Tschufut-Kale* 22 Sivan, 1874), a 
brother-in-law and pupil of the preceding, is at the same time 
the last noted Karaite scholar 2 . His epoch-making impor- 
tance, which was the cause of much blessing as well as of 
much harm, is too well known that we should dilate upon it 
here. We shall therefore, in accordance with our object, 
merely examine his relations with Saadiah. 

Firkowitsch began his literary career with abusive 
writings directed against Rabbanite Judaism. One of them 
(noan Dmn) he added as an appendix to the one* nnao 

1 See on him and his work also Jost, H, 374 ; G-ottlober, p. 179, and 
Ftirst, III, 131 seq. 

a The day and year of his birth are given by Firkowitsch himself in 
toi3n, II (1861, 1862), 169. The literature on him in Jew. EncycL, s.v. 
(V, 394), is not complete. Cf., e.g., G-oiger, JM. Zeitschrift, XI, 142 seq. ; 
Frankl, Monatsschrift, XXV, 479 ; Steinschneider, Vorlesungen Uber d. Kunde 
hebr. Bandschriften, p. 82, &c. 
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(Koslow, 1835) edited by him (fol. 49-58) x . The other 
(nanoi hdd) appeared as an independent work (ibid., 1838). 
In outward form the author here follows the example of 
Hadassi, inasmuch as he takes the Ten Commandments 
as his text, and writes in rhymed prose, although the style 
is somewhat more fluent and pleasant than that of his 
predecessor. But in regard to matter also, he follows 
throughout those of the older Karaite authors who are 
lacking in every feeling of respect for their opponent. In 
this work Saadiah is occasionally made the object of a 
polemical attack, and is mentioned by name. The author 
also repeats the statement that the Gaon was a pupil of 
Salmon, and that in his religio-philosophical work he 
followed the footsteps of his teacher (fol. 134b: nto Oil 
tnd (sic) \\obo un naoa nono noh uoionp nsD [o'aonn b"-\] 
rmiDK nana tt> pa : mxm p«i nnj?D bw ian nw new mano 
moi'B' n^iyan rwbm T>J> m»ani> pN onw p jid^d ian Tina )b& 
nnaia byian), nay, that he had learnt the philosophy of the 
Kalam, upon which this work is built, from the Karaites, 
just as Maimonides himself admits that this philosophy 
first appeared among them (fol. 135a: b""\] min pa , , . 
toaiDi^a D£>a nnann [l. noan] noan nxxo: tronpn bum [D"a»nn 
id^k lob "-0X nuiota i>nn nnyoi rrtnpj; see Moreh, I, 71). 
In fact, all important Rabbanite scholars who, in accor- 
dance with the precept of 1 Chron. xxviii. 9, strove after 
a true knowledge, like Saadiah, Maimonides, and others, 
only followed the example of the Karaites, who first made 
this knowledge a duty (fol. 137 a : rrvprin nt -ana coition . . . 
amnio . . . ton ^rba m jn pica by way &m . , , ctnpn vn ia«n 
rnyo la^n D^np '•anna orvcan ^ina iae>ej cjan 2b nt?" f>a 
'131 tap nDN.n Cibn bl D'aoni). In the controversy about 
single points of difference among Eabbanites and Karaites, 

1 Also in the supplement to Aaron b. Joseph's Isaiah commentary 
(from cap. lix), entitled nOT> rrtan lisp, he continually disputes with 
the Rabbanites in a very abusive tone ; see, e. g., on lix. 5 ; lx. 22 ; lxii. 11 ; 
lxv. 4, 7, 8, 11, &c. Cf. also Geiger, 1. c, 147. 
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Saadiah is mentioned only in the discussion about the 
burning of fire on the Sabbath (fol. 51 a : ttana *D!lva D) 
'wi now npbirb pne> '•a n^nn ab n^an^ nyan). 

But in proportion as Firkowitsch began to make his 
discoveries, his relation towards Rabbinism changed. 
Whether it was that in consequence of his scientific ardour 
his ideas had become enlarged 1 , whether it was that he 
now needed the good will of the Rabbanite scholars 2 , the 
fact is that from 1839 he no longer indulged in any 
objectionable remarks in his published works against the 
Rabbanites, and that he gave expression to this altered 
disposition in his famous letter to Bezalel Stern in the 
year 1841 (published in part in new "NIK, I, 105). Now 
Saadiah also receives honour from his hands, especially 
in a treatise in which he communicates the discovery of 
fragments of two works of Saadiah, the jVUNn 1SD and the 
"tan -iBD (in ybnn, VIII, 1868, no. 26-7 ; partly quoted by 
Harkavy, Stud, u, MiU.,V, 13 seq., 135 seq.). He rejoices ex- 
ceedingly at the discovery of his " great and wonderful work,' ' 
the fruwi 1BD, because here Saadiah, "our holy teacher," 
gave a positive date (jwyevi bnn m yainh rwnb bsv *»1 . . . 
zb *»an bo ovn iy tbm nw man yixra yvywn mn i&h 
'«1 nnna m!>»3 npnpn na ntn tpnpn mn ana *rcw). All the 
Gaon's opponents were worthless fellows who invented 
godless libels against him (by UJJD "IPK nwan b* . . . 
twx m ye>n mWjn nwrw p ^21 "tor p in '"» . . . mm 
V^y Bnenpn JIN ^jna). He regretted himself that he was 
once one of the foes of the Gaon (by [n"3*nn ^] vtap Dai 
nvp pn DnnBD b mbyn nb , . . . mintwi men p pwn n-wa 
(nr »»!? /iioa) topo "03» j"Din nx awawn in mbpi» D'a'DNDn 
ai>iin n^no mbo iiaao t^pas vwtan bi . . . annaDa mtran 
Nan). Firkowitsch also admits here that Saadiah was older 
than Salmon, and hence that the statement of Ibn al-Hiti 

1 So Geiger, 1. c, 149. 

a So Harkavy, AttjM. DerikmSkr, pp. 211 seq., whose judgment, however, 

is somewhat too one-sided. 
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(see supra, No. 41) caused difficulties (in vrw W ^1K1 . . . 
bwim '"3D"in n-VDa fcra rm onxa /onn rem wrbx p n:m 
D^nn '■•a nan '"aDinc nnx nvr6 *ik>sn fM njni' bis k^> in v^y 
D3D1DH *tb a"B>n n"i rotja "ibbj a'Dini i^e>n n't pin^ r'snn iwa 
'"131 p'iro) 1 , and so forth in the same tone. In another 
work, where he likewise has the opportunity of mentioning 
Saadiah (f\un ^Vienna, 1871, p. 8seq.), he does this quite 
objectively. 

With Firkowitsch the fountains of Karaite learning dry 
up completely, for the extremely little that has flowed 
from a Karaite pen during the last thirty years is hardly 
worthy of mention; and so with him there closes the 
polemical campaign against Saadiah. But it is worth 
while now calling particular attention to a phenomenon. 
In this essay we have passed in review almost a full 
thousand years, and we have seen that we cannot speak 
of any development whatever in this controversy. The 
number of the controversialists is indeed not very great, 
but still it forms a distinguished host. The points in the 
dispute, however, are almost always the same, and we 
seldom meet any new factors or new points of view. The 
tone mostly depends not on internal but on external 
factors : it is calm or violent according to the temperament 
of each disputant. But throughout the course of centuries 
the argument proceeds along the same track. Our dis- 
sertation, therefore, is of interest not only as a biblio- 
graphical document but also as a chapter in the history 
of culture. 

Samuel Poznanski. 



1 Harkavy, Stud. u. Mitt, V, 136, n. 2, did not yet know who is meant 
by this Ibn al-Hiti. 
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